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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1. The amendment filed June 29, 2004 has been entered. Claims 1-5, 12, 15-16 
have been amended. Claims 17-39 have been added. Claims 1-39 are pending in this 
Office Action. 

2. The proposed drawing correction of Fig. 8 has been accepted by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Gasser 
(US 6,636,250 B1), hereinafter "Gasser 

As per claim 1, Gasser teaches a method for providing a relational view of 
electronic objects (Col. 12 lines 15-20 and Fig. 113) comprising step of: 

• "obtaining organizing rules for organizing electronic objects according to 
relationships" at Col. 17, lines 50-57 and Fig. 3; 

• "applying the obtained organizing rules against a plurality of electronic objects, 
yielding organized electronic objects" at Col. 18, lines 35-49; 
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• "rendering a view of the organized electronic objects" at Col. 1 8 lines 49-55 and 
Fig. 4. 

As per claim 2, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1, wherein "the 
view comprises a hierarchical view" at Figs. 4. 

As per claim 3, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
view comprises a nodal view" at Fig. 4. 

As per claim 4, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
view comprise a network view" at Figs. 1 , 4 

As per claim 5, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
view comprises a visual view" at Figs. 4-8. 

As per claim 6, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
electronic objects comprise at least one of e-mail messages, textual documents, and 
image files" at Col. 15 lines 25-35 and Figs. 4-8. 

As per claim 7, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
organizing rules specify node-specific organizing criteria for multi-level index" at Col. 17 
line 50 to Col. 18 line 32. 

As per claim 8, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , further 
comprising "the step of repeating operation of the applying step and the rendering step 
upon occurrence of a new electronic object" at Figs. 3-8. 

As per claim 9, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , further 
comprising "the step of repeating operation of the applying step and the rendering step 
upon modification of the organizing rules" at Figs. 3-8. 
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As per claim 10, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , further 
comprising the step of "repeating operation of the applying step and the rendering step 
upon request of a user" at Col. 17 lines 50-57. 

As per claim 1 1 , Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
organizing rules specify one or more of text characters, text words, and text phrases as 
organizing criteria" at Fig. 3. 

As per claim 12, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
organizing rules specify one or more images as organizing criteria" at Fig. 3. 

As per claim 13, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , further 
comprising "the step of defining the organizing rules, further comprising the step of: 
retrieving a selection of categories; enabling a user to select one or more of the 
retrieved categories; and for each selected category, enabling the user to build at least 
one rule" at Col. 17 line 50 to Col. 18 line 50 and Fig. 3. 

As per claim 14, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 13, wherein "the 
step of enabling the user to build at least one rule further comprises the steps of: 
"retrieving a selection of organizing criteria; enabling the user to select one or more of 
the retrieved organizing criteria; and formatting a particular rule from the selected 
retrieved organizing criteria" at Col. 17 line 50 to Col. 18 line 50. 

As per claim 15, 16, Gasser teaches a system and computer program product 
for providing a relational view of electronic objects (Col. 12 lines 15-20) , comprising: 
• "a plurality of organizing rules for organizing electronic objects according to 

relationships, wherein the organizing rules specify node-specific organizing 
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criteria for node at levels of a multi-level index" at Col. 17 line 50 to Col. 18 line 
32; 

• "means for applying the organizing rules against a plurality of electronic objects, 
yielding electronic objects organized according to the multi-level index" at Col. 18 
lines 22-49; 

• "means for rendering a view of the organized electronic objects" at Col. 18 lines 
49-55. 

As per claim 17, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
relationships are dynamically selectable by a user" at Col. 17 lines 50-55. 

As per claim 18, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
relationships are dynamically definable by a user" at Col. 18 lines 8-20. 

As per claim 19, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
rendered view comprises a multi-level structure that visually represents the 
relationships" at Fig. 4. 

As per claim 20, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 19, wherein "the 
organizing rules for at least two levels of the multi-level structure are different" at Figs. 
4-8. 

As per claim 21, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , further 
comprising the steps of: "retrieving, responsive to a user indication of intent to define a 
new rule, a selection of organizing criteria; enabling the user to select one or more of 
the retrieved organizing criteria; formatting the new rule from the selected organizing 
criteria" at Col. 17 line 50 to Col. 18 line 55. 
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As per claim 22, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
rules are rules of inclusion" at Col. 27 lines 15-35. 

As per claim 23, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , wherein "the 
rule are rules of exclusion" at Col. 28 lines 48-65. 

As per claim 24, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 1 , further 
comprising "the step of re-applying the organizing rules and refreshing the rendered 
view to reflect a result of the re-applying upon occurrence of a predetermined event" at 
Figs. 3-8. 

As per claim 25, Gasser teaches the method according to claim 24, wherein "the 
predetermined event is expiration of a timer" at Figs. 3-8. 

As per claim 26, Gasser teaches the system according to claim 15, wherein "the 
rendered view comprise a multi-level structure that visually represents results of 
organizing the electronic object using the node-specific organizing criteria of the multi- 
level index" at Figs. 4-8. 

As per claim 27, Gasser teaches the system according to claim 15, wherein "the 
node-specific organizing criteria of two or more organizing nodes at a particular level of 
the multi-level index are different" at Fig. 4. 

As per claim 28, Gasser teaches the system according to claim 15, wherein "the 
rendered view comprises a multi-level structure; and the objects rendered for at least 
one level of the multi-level structure are of different types" at Figs. 4-8. 

As per claim 29, Gasser teaches the system according to claim 15, wherein "the 
organizing rules specify one or more bitmaps as organizing criteria" at Fig. 3. 
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As per claim 30, Gasser teaches the system according to claim 15, further 
comprising "means for enabling a user to specify how nodes at selected levels of the 
multi-level index are initially rendered" at Col. 20 lines 9-40. 

As per claim 31, Gasser teaches the system according to claim, further 
comprising "means for enabling a user to specify one or more locations at which the 
plurality of electronic object are located" at Figs. 3-8. 

As per claim 32, Gasser teaches the system according to claim 15, further 
comprising "means for re-applying the organizing rules and refreshing the rendered 
view to reflect a result of the re-applying upon detecting a newly-created electronic 
object" at Col. 28, lines 35-65. 

As per claim 33, teaches the system according to claim 15, further comprising 
"means for re-applying the organizing rules and refreshing the rendered view to reflect a 
result of the re-applying upon detecting a newly-arriving electronic object" at Col. 28 
lines 35-65. 

As per claim 34, Gasser teaches the computer program product according to 
claim 16, wherein "the rendered view comprises a multi-level structure that visually 
represents relationship among the organized object" at Figs. 4-8. 

As per claim 35, Gasser teaches the computer program product according to 
claim 34, wherein "each non-terminal level of the multi-level structure comprises at least 
one organizing node; and child nodes of each organizing node satisfy the node-specific 
organizing criteria of that organizing node" at Figs. 4-8. 
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As per claim 36, Gasser teaches the computer program product according to 
claim 35, wherein "the node-specific organizing criteria of two or more organizing nodes 
at a particular level of the multi-level structure are different" at Figs. 4-8. 

As per claim 37, Gasser teaches the computer program product according to 
claim 35, wherein "the child nodes of at least organizing node are of different types" at 
Figs. 4-8. 

As per claim 38, Gasser teaches the computer program product according to 
claim 16, further comprising "computer readable code means for re-applying the 
organizing rules and refreshing the rendered view to reflect a result of the re-applying 
upon detecting a modification to one or more of the organizing rules" at Col. 18 lines 22- 
32. 

As per claim 39, Gasser teaches the computer program product according to 
claim 16, wherein "the relationships are dynamically selectable by a user at Col. 17 
lines 50-57. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-39 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3574 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
41 16. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 
4:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on (571) 272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 

Khanh B. Pham 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2167 



KBP 

April 20, 2005 



